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31. REFORESTATION: APPROVAL OF FINAt, EIR AND COMMENCEMENT 
or SITE PREPARATION WORK - W 21621, W 9301 

During consideration of Calendar Item 31, attached, Mr. acmes 
Trout, Chief, it 	of Land ManngeMent and Conservation'  
advised that staff had received only three bids. Because so 
few bids were received, they contacted the DeparUnent of General 
Services who advised that under these circumstances/ staff could 
negotiate directly with other contractors without advertising. 
Therefore,. Mr. Trout recommended the resolution be amended 
authorizing Staff to contract directly, without advertising, for, 
the proposed Work. 

Commission-Alternate Betty Jo Smith asked if the Department of 
General Services had approved the staff's advertising procedure. 
Mx. Trout assured her it had. 

Upon motion duly made and, carried, the following amended, reso-
lution was approved by the Commission by a vote og 3•0: 

1. DETERMINED THAT Al FINAL EIR HAS BEEN PREPARED FoRTHIS 
PROTECT ICY THE COMMISSION, 1OLLowiNG EVALUATION OF 
COMMENTS AND CONSULTATION WITH PUBLIC AGENCIES WHICH 
WILL ISSUE APPROVALS Voii, THE PROJECT. 

2. CERTIFIED THAT THE FINAL EIR #ND 221 HAS BEEN COMPLETED 
IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY' 
ACT OF 1970, AS AMENDED, AND THE STATE EIR GUIDELINES, 
AND THAT THE cpmrgssioN AS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED THE 
INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN. 

DETERMINED THAT THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT 
EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT. 

4. FOUND THAT ADEQUATE PROVISIONS WILL BE MADE FOR THE 
PERMANENT PROTECTION OF THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL 
CHARACTERISTICS ZDENTIFIED PrIRSUANT TO SECTION 6370.1, 
OF TOE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. 

5. DETERMINED THAT PORTIONS OF THE REFORESTATION PROOECT 
THAT ARE LOCATFD IN THE COASTAL ZONE ARE CONSISTENT WITH 
THE PROVISIONS OP ART/CbE 6,5 OF T/TGE 2, OF TUE CAL. ADM. CODE. 



6. AUTHORIZED THE COMMENCEMENT OP SITE PREPARATION, PLANTING 
AND minim MEASURES RELATED TO THE PROJECT FOR FISCAL YEAR 
1978-1979. 

. AUTHORIZED THE STAFF TO AWARD CONTRACTS 'OR SITE PREPARATION 
TO LOWEST QUALIFIED BIDDERS SELECTED BY THE sTArr FOLtonNG 
THE DID OPENING ON AUGUST 28, 1D78. 

8. AUTHORIZED THE STAFF TO CONTRACT DIRECTLY)  WITHOUT ADVER 
TISING)  FOR MECHANICAL SITE CLEARANCE WORK AS NECESSARY ON 
THE PARCELS NOT RECEIVING BIDS IN THE BID OPENING HELD ON 
AUGUST 28, 1978. 

9. AUTHORIZED THE STAFF TO CONTRACT DIRECTLY, WITHOUT ADVER-
TISING, FOR ADDITIONAL MECHANICAL SITE CLEARANCE nOlif  Ito 
SUCH WORK IS FOUND NECESSARY ON UP TO TEN 10) ADDITIONAL 
SITESi NO ONE OF WHICH WILL EXCEED 100 ACRES OF ACTUAL 
WORK, ON PARCELS NOT INCLUDED IN THE poposAL WHICH WAS THE 
SUBJECT OF BID OPENING OF AUGUST 28, 1978. 

104 APPROVED THE mmtmftIoll O]' AUTHORITY TO THE ASSI,STANT CHIEF,, 
Dly:sxo OP LAND MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION TO ACT IN THE 
CAPACITY OF PROJECT FORESTER AND TO TAKE SUCH OTHER MEASURES 
AS MAY BE NECESSARY IN FURTHERANCE OF SAID PROk7ECT. 



REFORESTATION: APPROVAL OF FINAL Ell AND 
COMMENCEMENT •  OF SITE PREPARATION WORK 

The Commission authorized the execution 
of interagency agreeMents with EMploywent 
Development Department ()DD), Californ 1 
Department of Forestry (CDF) and Califotnia 
Conservation Corps (CCC) for project funding, 
supervision and implementation; execution 
of access and road maintenance agreements; 
commencement of bid procedures for site 
preparation contracts; and all other Measures,  
except commencing, of actual work at the 
June 22, 197S meeting (Minute Item #12). 

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION: 
A draft tIR for the Commission's Watershed 
and Forest Rehabilitation Project was prepared 
by staff and circulated pursuant to CEQA 
and the State EIR guidelines. The environmental 
document for this project is a general, 
programs-,oriented EIR covering the entire 
reforestation effort. As such it is not 
site-specific, bUt deals with impacts on 
a general, basis. The document details the 
types of environmental impacts that a•e 
associated with such projects and lists 
appropriate mitigation measures that may 
be necessary for candidate parcels. 

The selection of candidate parcels as well 
as the actual prescriptions for each site 
will be determined by a team approach using 
the environmental, document as a guide. 
The team consists of members of the Departments 
of Forestry and Fish and Came, the California 
Conservation Corps and Commission staff. 

The draft EIR was circulated widely but 
received few comments. The majority of 
the comments received concerned the use 
of herbicides for both site preparation 
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and subsequent: conifer release. Two commonly 
used herbecidee, 2,4,5-T and 2 1 4-D were 
discussed in the document. The FPA is currently 
studying the registration oE 2,4,5-T and 
until such study is complete, it will hot 
be used for thiS project. 2,4-D remains 
an alternative for the remainder of the 
project but will not be used during the 
First year. If herbicides are used on candidate 

te rcels it may be neeessary to supplement 
he FUR on site-specific bases, Some counties 

have expressed concern (or actual objection) 
over the use of herbicides and such concern 
cat objection will be addressed prior to 
use of herbicides, 

SoMe of the cendidate parcels or portions 
thereof contain, significant environmental 
values under P.R.C. 6370 at seq. One thndidate 
parcel near Santa Cruz, was 60tained by 
the Commission, in an exchange and is currently 
under study for significant environmental 
values under PRC 6219. Representatives 
from the staff and the California Department 
of Fish and Game have been on this site 
and have found that portions of the total, 
property contain significant environmental 
values, Staff has not yet concluded its 
study of the entire parcel, but has concluded 
that the small area to be reforested will 
not be detrimentally impacted by such reforesta-
tion effort and that adequate mitigation 
measures will be implemented, 

Staff will report back to the Commission 
at the conclusion of its study of the Santa 
Cruz, parcel with recommendations for classifi-
cation of the parcel under P.R.0, 6370.1 
at sec,: 

Those remaining parcels that contain signifi-
cant environmental values will be reviewed 
by the team for, appropriate prescriptions 
in order to ensure that adequate provisions 
are made for the permanent protection of 
those identified, values. 
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A final RIR for the project was circulated 
in accrdance with eXisting guidelines, 
StW is rocomm004ng aP070vnt nod "rtt- fixation of final EIR 0 ND 221 attached 
-hereto. 

IMPLEMENTATION1 A. prospectus has been prepared and, potentfal 
bidders have been,  notified directly, through 
adVertising in local and general circulation 
newspapers, and through notice being given 
to various buIlder's exchanges. The advertising 
procedure is set forth in detail in Exhibit 
B. Thc bid opening for the first parcels 
to be cleared was conducted August 28 
1978. 

The staff is requesting the Commission 
authorize the staff to award contracts 
for the various parcels advertised, to 
the lowest qualified bidders, with such 
authority tr.) be effective as of the date 
of the Commission meeting (August 31, 1978). 

The staff anticipates that additional pavcels 
will be selected for Spring,1979 plantings 
which will require site preparation this 
Mall, prior to winter weather, and request 
that the staff be authorized 6 directly 
solicit bids on said parcels, if any, without 
going through the time-consuming advertising 
procedure. Actual work on additional parcels 
to the selected, if any, would not exceed 
100 acres in size. The number of additional 
sites will not exceed ten. Without this 
authorization the alternatives are either 
(1) contract with CCC for relatively expensive 
hand clearance or (2) deleting the site 
for this fiscal year which without approval 
for extension of funds would mean deleting 
the selected planting indefinitely. 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT THE COMMISSION: 

1. DETERMINE TUT A FINAL E14 HAS BEEN PREPARED FOR THIS 
PROJECT BY THE COMMISSION, FOLLOWING EVALUATION OF 
COMMENTS ANip CONSULTATION WITH PUBLIC AGENCIES WHICH 
WILL ISSUE APPROVALS FOR THE PROJECT. 



2. 'CERTIFY THAT THE FINAL EiR PINE) 221 HAS IIEEN COMPLETED 
IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
ACT OF 1970, AS AMENDED, AND TOE STATE MR GUIDELINES, 
AND THAT THE COMMISSION HAS REVIEWED AND CONSIDERED 
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED THEREIN. 

DETERMINE THAT THE PROSE= WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT 
EFFECT ON TO ENVIRONMENT. 

4. FIND THAT ADEQUATE PROVISIONS WILL BE MADE FOR. THE 
PERMANENT PROTECTION OF THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL 
CHARACTERISTICS IDENTIFIED PURSUANT TO SECTION 6370.1, 
OF THE PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE. 

DETERMINE THAT PORTIONS OF THE REFORESTATION PROJECT 
THAT ARE LOCATED IN THE COASTAL ZONE ARE CONSISTENT 
WITH, THE, PROVISIONS OP ARTICLE 6.5 OF TITLE 2, 0 tHI, 
CAL. ADM, CODE. 

6. AUTHORIZE THE COMMENCEMENT OF SITE PREPARATION, PLANTING 
AND OTHER MEASURES RELATED TO THE PROJECT FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 1978-1979. 

7. AUTHORIZE THE STAFF' 10 AWARD CONTRACTS FOR SITE PREPARATION 
TO LOWEST QUALIFIED BIDDERS SELECTED BY THE STAFF FOLLOWING 
THE BID OPENING ON AUGUST 28, 1978. 

8, AUTHORIZE THE STAFF TO CONTRACT DIRECTLY, WITHOUT ADVER-
TISING, FOR ADDITIONAL MECHANICAL SITE CLEARANCE WORK, 
IF SUCH WORK IS FOUND NECESSARY ON UP TO (10) ADDITIONAL 
SITES, I OF mg OF WHICH WILL EXCEED 100 ACRES OF ACTUAL 
WORK, ON PARCELS RIOT INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSAL WHICH 
WAS THE SUBJECT OF BID OPENING OF AUGUST 28, 1978. 

9. APPROVE THE DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO THE ASSISTANT 
CHIEF, DIVISION OF LAND MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION 
TO ACT IN THE CAPACITY OF PROJECT FORESTER AND TO TAKE 
SUCH OTHER MEASURES AS MAY BE NECESSARY IN FURTHERANCE 
OF SAID PROJECT. 

(RDV. 8/25/18) 
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I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

e. INTRODUCTION 

Th..1 project will replant formerly forested areas, and 
plant areas not recently forested, but which are eapable 
of supporting species native to those areaa, The purpose 
is to return brushy or otherwise underproductive land to 
optimum production of forage, cover for wildlife, commercially 
usable species, and watershed rehabilitation. Up to 50004. 
acres wee. pregently contemplated foe such work at a total: 
estimated dose of $1,462,384 spread over 42 months (project 
period' determined by "planting seasons"). The first 18 Months, 
through the end of fiscal 19/849, has been approved by 
the,  Legidiature at $500,172, 

The project is labor-intensive: over 000,000 (over 
the 42 month project) is included for the use of California 
Conservation Corps tCCC) people in plante,ng and selected 
stand' improvement and site preparation and nursery work, 
and thr rest is divided between salaries for new positions 
in C41ifornia Department of Forestry (CDF) and State Lands 
Commission (coordination, supervision and expe•ise))  and 
contracts for mechanical site preparation. The project will 
be in rural north-state counties, anti will provide public 
services (enhancement of resources) that would only slowly 
and indrementally, be provided •otherwise. Prudent land management 
dictates conanuous watershed and forest rehabilitation. 
kowtver, lack of funding and staff ha; restricted thede 
acZivitits. 

The parcels selected for refalrestation are locaeed 
on the unsold remnants of State school lands. The school • 
lands are in parcels up to 640 acre:; in size, and are scattered 
throughout the more remote parts of the State. Most are 
mutiples of 40 aeres, remnants of Sections 16 and 36, although 
some are in other sections, received from the Federal governnu 
in lieu of the usual seciions. For clarity these too, are 
included in the designation of school lands. 

The school lands are generally remote, without defined 
access to a public road, and are in many cases within national 
forests, Bureau of Land Management holdings, National Parks, 
military reservations or designated wilderness or roadless 
areas. Those holdings which lie within National. Parks, military 
reservations or wilderness areas, ate not being considered 
for this project. 



The parcels which Will be the subject of this reforestation 
project are located mainly in the northern section of the 
Stater the size of each parcel ranges 'between 7 and 640 
acres, with hest being much less than d fUll section. Of 
the 5,000+ acres to be included in this project, approRimately 
3/5'4 (3000+ acres) are to be actually cleaved and planted 
to conifers:: The remaining 2/5's will be left undisturbed 
due to poor site conditions or sensitive environmental c,e4nsi-
derations. 

The parcels are in general, surrounded by large tract 
of umeveloped land. Many of the parcels have supported 
timber in the past, but have been burned or logged ano have 
not as yet been reforested. Brush has invaded the sites 
to 'varying degrees and much of the site preparation wor'A 
will involve its removal. 

C. LAND SELECTION 

The 'Commission has parcels totalling about T3,000 acres'  

which. ,the Staff 'estimates contains some .land capable, of 
growing commercial species. 

Since ,establishment of commeLOal timber is the Core 
of the_project, no parcels', will he selected for planting 
which lack site conditions for at least some such establishment. 
On the other hand, since all parcels are producing a mixed 
flow of environmental benefit~ already, no parcels will 
be selected where reforestation will result in a significant 
long 	reduction. of benefits, 

D. COALS 

1.2-.122Ez_Value 

Sinde wood production is an income producirig benefit 
°which can repay management expenses directly, this will 
be the primary objective of this project. By "wood production" 
is meant the growth of economic species; pines, fits, cedarS, 
redwoede  etc. 

The parcels which have already demonstrated that they 
4re capable of producing some timber growth have been selected 
a,s candidates for detailed study and possible Inclusion . 
in this project. 
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2. Inletl:pion oe.:2,tho 
Each Selected pareel is presently producing Mix of 

benefits unique to it. In ,each Case the team will assess 
this mix, evaluate the; site 	potential, ferproduding, these 
(and other) benefits, and prepare a plan 	both incr,Mse 
the sites timber prcduction and Sustoth or enhance production 
Of the okisttng mix, 

For exampl,. 

Mildlile 	Peer migration,r.41tes wits their Attendant 
brows-6STFEr6s will in 'Most cases be avoided,  except to:plant 
small patches as covet 'ciasea"., IndividUal parcelS may have 
'natural community elements and processeS of a relatively 
critical, nacUre ,which should' not be distUrbed. The process 
4*-bach parcel wi'a he to ri,valupte these needs and design 
a =unique program to atdommedate them. 

Ve etattan - The stabdcreated by a successful planting 
tperatoryvirinEially,  be an even-aged stand: lioW4V,eri• 
gaps will occOr in, the tand at all stages duringtKs 
Oreatingopenings 	Will fill up eithOr'by plantings 

,Or by natural preceSSes, 'gradually thanging its, 'character 
toward ,an, uneven-agedstand. 	 the areas planted, 
will not Lo mpst caes Occupy all Of the parcel; tne planting 

be done on areas ,tost sqitable to timber production',
with other areas left .too  benefit Wildlife, retaintpoWpacksi 
inhibit e.rosiOn and protect streaMs. 

On-suitable sites, experimental,  plantings of a non-
4taditional type will be explored. Kardwoods and 'wildlife 
forage species in particular :Will b4 eValuated for placement 
tp an appropriate envitonMental uniethe where feasible: 

Fish and Surface Streams - Surface water flows affect 
water or-Trshery FelariZeS rani ats Undisturbed buffer rope 
around streams will bp left,, and enhanced where feasible. 
Obstadies to fish passage will be Lorrectpd Or Mitigated 
where possible as part of the projedt, 

Soil Effects  - 8ine a successful reforestation project 
requires' the exTaing brush be cleared prior to planting 
to insure optimum seedling survival and growth, to erosive 
forces for a period of tiMe. However, the uses of hand clearing 
methods or a tomahawk (brush cleating machine-Which clips 
and grinds the brush into a ground covering mulch) will 
be tseci where ever possible. Steeper slopes can be avoided; 
bufter strips around streams can be left undisturbed;, clearing, 
piling and terracing can be done to trap both surface flows 
and their suspended sediment. 
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. METHODS 
• 

A variety of Site clearing methods will be considered 
fox this project. Methods to be utilized are; hand grubbing 
end scalping* mechanical site Cloatingl  herbicides, or burning)  
Used alone or in various combinatiofis, 

Hand,!Orubbin And.Scal ina will mean cleating a space 
for eat,a-tree vant ng. rut "will be removed)  surfgee litter 
cleared and grass will be scalped and removed. This methoc': 
14,44 beutilidd on areas too, smali to poent- ,licallY jui;tify 

i moving n, heavy eqpipment, areas of tteep lop or unstable 
toils or 'under sensitive environmental conditions. 

Mechanical SitePre aration may involve the Use of 
tomahaWETZTIrTaRTT4 an 	crawler-tractors equipped with, 
toOthed brush blades :(bushralces) to uproot, woody vegetation 
a'nd p&ie It in wihdroWs which may be burned, 

146 mechaacai site preparation wiIi tt dove on Slopes 
OVer 30% Or where envirohmental , Cond4lons indicate it to 
be undeSitable. Cnvi.ronmen gal; Conditions, which would preclude 
the use of Mechanical site clearing Methods' include; 'unstable 
,soilsi or soilt with high erosion hazard and .particularly 
sensitivewilaife-cenSiderations. 

Herbicides:. The Use of herbicides for brush suppression 
and C75TTETT-Wlidate will be an- option for this project, 
Many parcels will not require-the,  use of herbic=ides, but 
thote' areas which are too steep for mechanical clearing 
methods and too large for hand clearing 	he treated 
with herbicides. Two herbicides, 2,4,D and 2;,4)5,,q have 
'been Considered for use. 2,4A> is a broad spectrum , herbicide 
whiCh is used to eliminate undesirable brush prior to planting. 
2,4,5-T is a relatively narrow-range herbicide which is 
used miXed with 2,4-D for spbsequent Conifer release. A 
typical spray prottm wouldnnrmally inVolVe the use pf 
a mixture o1 2,4,5-rand2)4-1) for initial brush Suppression, 
tree planting, then a follow up application of 2,4,5-T within 
2 years Co eliminate emergent brUth Competition. 

The use of herbicides "or control of brush and weeds 
in the natioue forests has Pecome the subject of increasing,  
contoversy, especially with regard to the use of 2,4,5-T. 
Dioxin is a by-product of the manufacturing process of 2,4,5-T 
and is extremely toXic, In the past, the amount: of dioxin 
pteseht in 2,4,5-T was as high as 40 ppm, Since '1971.,' changes. 
in the manufacturing process have redUced the level of dioxin 
to the .1 ppm now required by law. 



0Onsiderable research has been done on tha effects,  
of 2,4,5-T and dioxin and the scientifie community is divided 
between those whir advoqatt a total ban on the use of 2,415-T 
and those Who feeLthat at the usual rate of applcatien, 
2 to 3 	A.E. per acre (Acid E'uivelent), the riskS are 
inconsequential. 

determine 
is now reviewing the effeets of 2,41 5-T and dioxin 

to determine if registration should be ttit hd.rawn., The EPA 
review' is expected to take about a year4. after which they 
herbicide will either be given COntinuing registration, 
fureher,restrictiOns on its use, 	the registration will, 
be Withdrawn. 

in view of the considerable .tifferences of pinion 
regarding the safety of this substau 	and its persistence 
in, the feed chain, the use of 2,445-T will be suspended 
on this . project until after EP'4, cempletes its review and 
reaches a,  decision, regarding continuing registration, LE, 

is ,found to be ponperSistent and the hazard to human' 
within.Acceptable 	then, it will be considered' for 
use on this project for brush suppressiOn and subsequent 
conifer release. A supplement , to, this 'Elk will be prepared  
'On.thq,  use of 	and'citeUl4ed through the $tate ,cleating,- 
house prior to use on, this project. 0 the registration 
Of 2,4,5,T,  ks vithdrewn, or substantial evidence as to its 
hazards as applied in farestry -projects is presented, then 
it 'will not be USed ip I7hi4 project. 

2,4-D is one Of the most commonly used herbicides in 
forestry for the control of Competing 'vegetation and has 
been in use,for over 30 yeers.It is applied either by hand' 
Op,  the ground ;, or by sir. 2,4-b is used.dione or in a combinatiet 
91th other herbicides siren as 2,4,-T, Dicamba,,,AMittole, 
4c. for this year of the project, 2,4,D will by Used alone, 
and applied by air. 

When used as am aeria115e epplied, spray, 2,4-D iS°usually 
applied at the rate of 2 to 3 lbs. AE (acid equivalent) 
per, acre for site preparation. The herbicide is diluted 
and suspended in Oil., water, or Oil in dater emulsions. 
The Most effective method of covering a site is to apply 	' 
10 gallons of carrier (containing the 2 to 3 1b6 AE of 2,4-D) 
in a crisscross or double flying pattern (USDA 1978), 

2,4-D will be used in the 1978,19 season Ed.: initial 
brush eradication on the steeper slopeS Where mee'eanical 
site work is not feasible. Appropriate sites will be sprayed 
With 2,4-D, from the alt by ticeesed contractors, The brUsh 
will be left standing Or be disposed of by broadcast burning. 



Spraying with 2,4-D will take place in the fall and 
burning ulder the supervisions of CDP1  or the leCal office 
of the 	S. Forest Service (WS), woptd follow when the 
brush is, thoroughly dessicated and ,ate spheric conditions 
permit., 

Iltiatra 
When dead brush is t:o tie removed, two burning methods 

Will be Wied, 

Broadcast burning is used on areas of steep slopes 
or Unstable setts where the use of heavy equipment may not 
be appropriate.. The brush is sprayed with 2,4-J5 and then 
burned id place after tt is thoroughly dried. 

Where the use of heavy eqtipment ts feasible and econom-,,  
teeny warranted, the brush win be either chipped and left 
in,pla4 as a soil protecting mulch or piled tn windrows 
and burned-. In area§ of unstable,  soils, the brUsh wilt be 
piled,  in,  ut,indrp -iys perpendicular to 	slope and left unburned,. 
Themindrow will then traps any sediment moving down, slope 
and reduce 4.?rbsiod and, at:ream aedimentation. 

F. SCHEIJE 

ihe project has ,been designed to be carried out in 
3 phases over the 3 year'perod 1q76-1981, with approximately 
)43 a Ehe acreage Ereht.ed each ye r. 

Projedt preparation has already begun, with site selectiOn 
for the first year's plantidg, training of CCC crews and 
meetings to coordinate the project. Site pea!,artition for 
the 1979 spring planting season will he carried out this 
summer and fall. Concurrently with site preparation and 
planting activities each yea'r, sites will be selected and 
evaluated for the following year 

a 
Organization and staff: 'SLC will control the project 

and se ece,-1.07-d -e--Franting sites. The California 
Department of Forestry (CDF) will provide expertise. criteria 
for and supervision of refores.,tatton site preparation lne 
planting, evaluation of watershed rehabilitation potential, 
facile ties and upervision for production of seedilings 
arid` training in the finer points of reforestation for CCC 
trewa. 



The Caltfornia Conservation Corps (CCC) will provide 
labor and supervision of the work Crews. Since the ptlect 

r is, labor, intesIve, many of the site preparation, metho s 
will, involVelland labor by the COC oreNs. All tree plantillg 
will also be done by the GOC'Work crowS,. 

The California Department of Pish and Game (DPW will 
provide consultation and advice on protection and enhancement 
of existing wildlaq resources As well as endangerei speciv.: 

There will undoubtedly "be sites requiring preparation by 
heavy equipment which will need to be contracted out. Speci-
lic•tionsa  bidding procedure and awarding ,contracts for 
such, will bp done by SLC with OF, CCO, arid DPG advice. 

team composed of representatives from SLC, CriF, CCC 
and CDF mill visit each parcel and evaluate the potential 
fOr timber prodUction, wildlife enhoicement and/Or e4xperimental 
planting , of otl',Ir than comMercial tibgt mr species. The, 	a finl 
pregram for each site Will be jointly developed, based on 
recommendations by the various team,  members, and the constraAnts 
of the school land grant. 



Sine.: the grant for this .project  is fo:4. rerorestati0n 
and employment enhancement, vi4hld alternatives ate limited.. 
Other land management gOalt tire pOssible, but would not 
qualify for funding under the gy4sting grant, 

In vlallstic terms, the alternatives are; Project 
And No 1.-neojacE, since the ',osS OE grant funding wOuld mean 
the ',,erMination of the project. 

PROJUT 

The project itself inyolVes the selection, of a Uniqua 
program for each sltp troM a number, of aiternatl.es, The 
potential for timber prodUction, Watershed rehabilitation, 
and wildWe enhancement on each site will be evalwAted 
along with the IiMitatio1a,i0pOsed bk the :,oils4  Slope, 
elevation, etc ..a  Whit; will Oattine the exact program,  
fer eaChparticular site, 

B. NO ,PROJECT 

Instead of utilizing soils adapted to coMmerciai sp,4wtos 
for production off, forest products, ah estimated 1,000 0,re.i* 
would remain barren or UnderproduCtive. Brush and other 
non-commercial vegetation would occupy fates Capable of 
Producing wood resources rhat will in ,ali likehood become 
increasing v..quable in the future. No watershed rehabilitation 
Work would be done. 

J 't 



1. rT4 ,  LEC;AL, INS.TUTONAL CONSTRAINTS 

Local Governments 

CompatibIiiity of site development with land uve* of 
adjacent'parcela will bp given consideratiot in redemMendatione 
made for site Seleetion. All. affected ceunt ►  g0YeOltant$ 
Will be informed concerning the pre ;ram and will 1,0 given 
0,:i ,opportunity to coMment. The Srate Lands CoMmissitin is 
Sdntitiye to the deaixes of local planning jurisdiatiOns. 
and their coMpateeilit With this prograM, 

California frv4ronmental Ouelity  Act  

'The draft 	has bedh prepred ap required by the 
CalifOrnia EnvironMentall'Ouality Act. The draft EIR;wili 

cirdulated,thi-ough thettatetlearinghobse to Other State 
14,encies'4, prtvate ,erganizations, and individgaiS for coMment. 
— e–epect ya)luable information,  and dialogue to come froM 
0i,sexchangd. 10 thevaSE the majar ,envipenmental groups 
th4-0 , been t4e largest Coptihutors to the dial-igtte on,  the', 
Vilges'in?olVed in refOrestatibn,projectt. 

Other State Agencies  

AS–explained in the project description sect'io'n the 
eta:ire project is the result of coordintion b,Otwen,  four 
'StateagericieS the State lands ComMissibn, Department of 
Forestry, ,California Censervation :Corp; and the Department 
of Fish and Game. Each Selected paredl Wilt be inOVected 
by a  team composed Of represetativec fro0 each agen4y, 
to evaluate its pOtential for timber production,, Wildlife 
,protection and enhandement, and'/or experimental plantings 
of other than commercial timber species, tlpon coMpletion 
of the site evaluation, a specific program of ref'resration 
proCedures will be chosen and initiated based on Lecommendatto►.s 
'Ode 	team members. A team approach will assure compliance 
Npth the requirements of CEQA, 'Section 6370 of the Public 
RQsources Cede (Envitenmentally Significant lands) FOresc 
practices Rules, and regulations of the Air :Resources !Beard 
and the Department of Agriculture. 



St_152LrtmentLof the Treasure 

'rho U. S. 'Department, of the Treasury,  has adopted repla-
tions implilMenttng title ti of the Public Works Employment 
Act of 19Th (Public law 94-369), The gtant funds for this 
pro jest came from this Act and are disp► rsed to the State 
lands Commission through the, tpiifornia Employment Development 
Department. 

The U. ,S, "crest SerVIc,,i will he consulted in cOnnection 
with Various phases of the ,projedt, such aS burning, operations. 
If they are An adjacent landowner, the State Lands CoMmissien 
will cOnsi32‘er the cehpAtibility of landlises, and will ,give 
,t1* 	'the  opPottunito.c:ommexit on the projeCt., 



IV. ENV/RONMENT4 CONSIDERATIONS 

1. Hal.E21212. 

The hydrologic regime of an area is the result of a 
complex interaction between cliMate, topography, vegetation )  
soils and geology. Making cbanges in the type and amOUnt 
of vegetation on a site will inevitably result in changes 
in the local water cycle. These effects will difAr 1al, the 
duration and ,signi•icance of impacts. 

Since the parcels selected for trt,'atment tn'ider this 
prolect are typically small in relatJon to the surrounding 
underdeveloped areas,, airy impact, positive or negative, 
will be relatively insignificant in terms of the entire 
vaterahed. 

The hydrologic impacts of this project will result 
primarily from the site :Nreparation activities. 

Baring the ground by removal of the layer of brush 
litter dt'ring site preparation, can affect local water yields. 
The usually -hick layer of decaying organic materials which 
carpets the soil in undisturbed areas, absorbs the impact 
of falling raindrops and holds the water for absorption 
by the soil. In most undisturbed areas, especially on deep 
soils and gentle slopes, there is no overland flow, even 
during periods of intense rainfall. The cushion ng and absorbing 
ability of thee  litter generally exceeds the rata of precipi-
tation. Removing this protective layer will result in increased 
runoff and overland flow once the soil has become thoroughly 
saturated. 

In many instances, a tomahawk brush clearing machine 
will be used to eliminate soil exposure. The tomahawk clips 
the brush off at ground level and then grinds it into a 
mulch which is left in place to protect the soil. 

Removing most of the existing brush and grass from 
a site, will result in a reduction in the rate of evapo-
transpiration with a consequent increase in water yield. 
The canopy formed by existing brush intercepts a portion 
of incoming preeipitation, catching it on leaves and stems 
from which it evaporates back into the atmosphere. Seventy 


